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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is in response to tine Amendment filed on February 1 5, 2008. 
The Amendment added new Claim 6 and amended Claim 1 . Thus, the currently 
pending claims considered below are Claims 1-6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goldhaber et al (5,794,21 0) 

Claim 1 : Goldhaber discloses a method for providing advertising services, comprising: 

a. requesting by an advertiser for an advertising service provider (attention 
brokerage server) to provide online advertising services for a user (column 15, lines 13- 
31); 
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b. transferring funds to the advertising service provider in response to receiving 
(providing) tlie requested online advertising services (column 1, lines 65-66 and column 
11, lines 64-67); 

c. presenting an advertisement to a user and a plurality of questions pertaining 
to the product or service being presented in the advertisement (column 7, lines 48-61; 
column 10, lines 49-57; and column 16, lines 10-17); 

d. receiving an answer to at least one of the questions from the user (column 7, 
lines 48-61; column 10, lines 49-57; and column 16, lines 10-17); and 

e. providing an incentive (reward) to the user if the answer is correct column 7, 
lines 48-61; column 10, lines 49-57; and column 16, lines 10-17). 

While Goldhaber does not explicitly disclose that the user will select one of the 
questions to answer, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to do so. The Examiner notes that Goldhaber explicitly 
discloses that the user is presented with and responds to a plurality of questions 
(column 1 1 , line 37 and column 1 6, lines 1 0-1 1 ). As per how many the user must 
answer (or answer correctly), this would be set at any number desired by the advertiser. 
This inherently could include answering a single question, two or more of the questions, 
or all of the questions. If anything less than all of the questions is acceptable to the 
advertiser, then several options are obvious. First, all of the questions may be 
presented to the user and the user allowed to select one or more to answer either in 
some order or randomly (similar to what the Applicant is claiming). Second, the 
advertiser could select and present the questions to the user, again, in some order or 
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randomly. Another obvious variant would be that the questions are presented in order 
with each additional question worth more than the previous question; thus, allowing the 
customer to earn more credit by paying closer attention to the advertisement. All of 
these optional ways of presenting the questions to the user would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made and could be 
incorporated into Goldhaber without any undue experimentation. One would have been 
motivated to allow the user to select which question(s) to answer in order to allow the 
user more control over the process (e.g. earning more credits for taking more time to 
answer more or harder questions). 

Claims 4 and 5: Goldhaber discloses a method as in Claim 1 above, and further 
discloses the incentives are points/credits that are placed into the user's account and 
that can be used to pay "for providing entertainment or other information 70 the 
consumer wishes to access" (column 1 2, lines 5-1 1 ). The Examiner considers 
"entertainment" to include all types of "games". 

Claim 6: Goldhaber discloses a method as in Claim 5 above, but does not explicitly 
disclose the online games (entertainment) are poker, blackjack, craps, let-it-ride, or 
roulette. However, since these are all well known games and the specific game being 
played does not affect any of the steps in the claims, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for Goldhaber to allow 
the user to play one or more of these or any other type of game with the earned credits. 
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One would have been motivated to include these types of games in view of their 
widespread familiarity throughout the world. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goldhaber et al (5,794,210) in view of Maqqio (6,606,745). 

Claim 2: Goldhaber discloses a method as in Claim 1 above and further suggests, but 
does not explicitly disclose, that the question pertains to a feature of the product or 
service column 7, lines 48-61; column 10, lines 49-57; and column 16, lines 10-17). 
However, Maqqio discloses a similar method for providing advertising services which 
further discloses that the question is linked to the product or service being advertised 
(the "Vignette") (column 5, lines 46-57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to link the question in 
Goldhaber to a feature of the product or service being advertised. One would have 
been motivated to link the question in such a manner in order to ensure that the user 
read the advertisement; otherwise, the user may just "know" the answer without having 
to read of even view the advertisement). For example, if the question was a generic 
question such as "How many states form the United States of America?", the user 
would most likely be able to answer 50 without looking at the advertisement. 

5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goldhaber et al (5,794,210) in view of Hamzv et al (6,636,247). 
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Claim 3: Goldhaber discloses a method as in Claim 1 above, but does not explicitly 
disclose directing the user to the entity's webpage to locate the answer. However, 
Hamzv discloses a similar method for providing advertising services which further 
discloses "to display the advertisement with a question and give a number of URLs 
where the answer is hidden" (column 6, line 66 - column 7, line 9). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made for Goldhaber to include such links to one or more webpages. One would have 
been motivated to provide the link to the entity's webpage in order to give the user some 
hint as to the correct answer and to prolong their exposure to the product/service being 
advertised as discussed by Hamzv . 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goldhaber et al (5,794,210). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Application/Control Number: 10/074,378 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3688 

As shown above, the additional features added into Claim 1 by the Amendment 
are either disclosed by Goldhaber or would have been obvious over Goldhaber as 
discussed in the new rejection above. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES W. MYHRE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6722. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 
6:00-3:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JWM 

March 18, 2008 



/James W Myhre/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3688 



